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land scrip into

may derive the largest benefit,
)l sums. But the soldier gets
bill now stands a large class get
Body that lives,
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cannot be effected without placing
designed, to some extent, within the
you must either incur that risk,
amendment should not prevail, and if the proviso
be adopted, though I have not been able to give
mature consideration, I may feel it my duty
to strike from the bill so much as
this scrip from transferring it, from sssigning it
perfecting their entries. But I think it will be
of this bill is to conslitute s charge on
zmln, toldmlh amendment which I have o
ill carry out
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convenience to persons in Virginia, North
Caroling, and South Carolins, along the eastern part
of the country. If such be the effect, I have no objection.
Mr. SMITH. M:mdl’mde nt.[mﬂ;;itxshbilll,u
it stands, with the ment committes,
wrill extend to these soldiers all lhr:ponliof which can be de-
i the honorable Seaator from,Virginia. And if the
am decidedly in favor of the bill with
by the Committee on the Public

m in ding this

i regarding

if the amendment is to be rejected, I earnestly hope that the |
amendment proposed by the honorable Senator from Virginia
will not be santtioned by the Senate.

If I mistake not, the amendment reported from the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands agrees in terms exactly with the
provisions of the bill granting bounties to the soldiers who
were engaged in the Mexican war. I had occasion to look
somewhat carefally some time since into the amount of the
charge on the Treasury of the United States, by virtue of the

 provisions of the bill granting bounties to the soldiers engaged
in the Mexican war; and I found it, on inquiry at the T'rea-
sury, to be o mere trifle. The whole amount of those boun-
ties, according to the report of the Secretary of the Tressury,
was, I believe, something like 14,400,000 acres of land,
amounting to about eighteen millions of dollars. And the
commutation money, as I ascertained on inquiry of the Regis-
ter of the Treasury, under the provisions of the law to which
I refer, amounted to only about a quarter of a million of dol-
lars—I think two bundred and sixty odd thousand dollars.
The reason for that is, I suppose, to be found in the fact that
the parties holding this scrip could go into the market and
gell it. And I believe it has uniformly brought in the mar-
ket something over $100 for a quarter section of land. Con-
sequently, the soldier could obtain in the market more than
the commutation price provided for in the bill to which I refer.
Bul it is propased by the provisions of this bill—I do not re-
collect whether by the original provisions of the bill or by
virtue of some amendment 1eported by the committee—that
this land should be granted directly to the soldiers ; that they
should take the title <o the land which is to be conferred upon
thera by the Government, and that they should not have ecrip
for the purpose of taking it into market. i

Mr. FELCH, (in his seat.) That was an amendment
which was adopted by the Senate.

Mr. SMITH. That was an amendment which has been
adopted by the Senate. I most cordially approve of the

provision,

This scrip for a quarter section of land, which, according to
the minimum price, would amount to $200, has been uniform-
Ay sold for something over $100 up to the present price,
which, I have understood, is about $125. Now, this doesnot
enure at all to the benefit of the settlers on the public lands,
1 venture to say that there is not one case out of a hundred
where the actual settler has obtained this scrip st the reduced
price. It is uniformly purchased by speculators. I have
some information on this subject which I desire to state to the
Senate, and that is the principal object I had in view In now
rising to address the Senate.

These speculators, or rather capitalists, who are desirous of
loaning money ata higher rate than the ordinary interest al-
lowed by the laws of the land, go into the market and pur-
chase this scrip at the reduced price, from something over
$100 for a quarter eection of land up to the t market
price, which [ have undemstood is about $125. They pur-
-chase this scrip in very large quantities. They then go with
it to the Western country, and seek out that portion of the
people who are in possession of the public lands, those who
are entitled to pre-emption rights ; and they make a contract

‘with them. They take out the patent in their own names,
and give them a contract to transfer the title at the minimom
price—at $1.35 cents per acre. [ understand thatin the State
of lowa the legal rate of interest is ten per cent. per annum.
These speculators will purchase scrip for a quarter section at,
say, $126 ; and go to Towa and make a contract with the
iparty entitled to pre-emption, take the title in their own name,
stipulate for ten per cent. interest, and thes enter into an
agreement to transfer the land when it is paid for. In this
way, they will succeed in obtaining 15, 20, and 30 per cent
per annum on their money.
Mr. JONES, (in his seat.) And sometimes fifty per
-eent. ;

Mr. SMITH. And, as my worthy friend says, sometimes
even fifty per cent per annum.

Now, there have been, from this source, enormous evils to
the country. If this bill is to pass in the form in which
bounties were granted in the case of the soldiers in the Mexi-
can war, that evil is to be most enormously sggravated. I
doubt exceedingly, Mr. President, the policy of the bill in
any form. I have regretted thatthe project should have been
entertained at all. I do not believe in the propriety of it, orin
the policy of it. Butif it is to assume the form which the
bill granting bounties to the soldiers of the Mexican war did
—a bill for which, by the way, I believe I voted ; a bill for
which there was a real necessity ; for which there were high

blic reasons, and which can therefore be abundantly justi-
-if it is to assume that form, I shall certainly vote against
If, therefore, these grants are to be made to these people
Fam for granting them land at once, and not granting

s for if we do grant them scrip, it will be brought
the market, and $200 worth of land at the minimum price
sold for from $100 to $125, and it will be laken by capi-
in sums to the West, and sold there at the tull
th a stipulution of the very high rate of inter-
in that section of the country. I am very
the adoption of the amendment of my hon-
from Virginia, although, on the one hand, it might
slight benefit to those saldiers that reside in his
own in my Btate and in other parts of New Eng-
1and, yet it will bring a very great evil on the country, and
will secure to speculgtors, and capitalists, and usarers, a most
enormous ad .

And I bave to say further, that that advantage would be
.m:’,mmpon?b?‘ . ;Llhohil‘llﬁw::‘:”he amend-
ment now my honorable frien irginia. 1
believe that the present price of ecrip for a qm'af:ﬁm of

is sbout $120 or $125. Now, [ say, that- the pasrage
f the bill with the provision proposed by my hooorable friend
Virginia would undoubtedly have the effect of bringing
price of that scrip, though if the amendment re-
the Committee on Public Lands be adopted, the price
M:‘ hbmu;ht down below ‘il‘ 00. Bat if that is stricken

ve no guaranty but that the price may be reduced

even below $100 for a quarter section o];'nlnnd. ’Pruhbly it
would o u&lhn E;elaw u;’lnof' But I have no doubt that the
Pastege ¢ b with the amendment proposed by my hon-
‘*{:ﬂ' friend from Virginia, would bave the effct of reducing
:idam;;m Pprice of this scrip in the market very probably con-
rably ; it would bring it down to something like $105 or
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il;%‘gnr mr;or section of land,
re, therefore, Mr. President, that if i
pass in the form in which it Iu:gnan :e oy bf‘:]ng:::uh(?::l

mittee ;n Publli.c Lands, with this
‘to my honorable friend from Virginia, that wi mend-
ment there will be secured to I:::eoi:’-um:uu l::dwt:‘t:y con-
-stituents, grobobl_y. all the advantages which would result to
them, ptovided his amendment is If his amendment
is adopted, I have no idea that for a g
his constituents would get more than $105 or §110.

to the burden that is to be thrown upon

proviso. And I wish to say

g7

ments. As a bill granting public the soldiers of
war of 1812 and the Indian wars, rewarding
gallant services in the hour of peril, and incidentally
ing 'the frontier country, I can give it my
But I am opposed to attaching an amendment to
much importance whichhufcn.llledlnw it.
orable Benator from Connecticut (Mr, Sx1Tn)
that there have issued, under the bill grantiog bounty lands
to the soldiers of the Mexican war, warrants covering some
fourteen millions of acres, and but a quarter million of dollars
ooly, I think he said, in the shape of scrip.

r. SMITH. 1 said there had been that amount of money
drawn from the treasury.

Mr. WHITCOMB. Justso. And yet, sir, the issuing
of land warrants for fourteen millions of acres has already
ad the effect of reducing the value of a land warrant
from its par value of $200. Now, ifyonlhmm
the market the additional amount of land warrants au

e

seri|

half of the minimiom value of !.I:elnls, the interest would
be so mere a trifle that the cost of getting it would exceed its
value, and in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred it would not
be collected. Tbhe comsequence is obvious, Greedy capital-
ists and ulous speculators would gradually absorb the
reward of the poor soldier at a still further sacrifice, and there
would be created a national debt in favor of capitalists, with
no material or lasting advantage to the soldier. 2

The last smendment, in effect, allows the claim of the
soldier to be transferred before he becomes the owner of the
land. The committes properly regarded this as an eyil, and
their efforts to prevent it imnln{, by this amendment, be frus-
trated. Ex ce has shown, as often as the policy has been
tried, that the efect of the power of

<

E

s House, and that they bea
, should they desire it.
SPEAKER stated that, in his opinion, the
could not offer the resolution at this time.
aware that the Chair was compelled to rule
could not offer a resolution or motion unless he was entitled
the floor, or except by unanimous consent. If there was no
cﬁhjeution the resolution would be considered as before the
ouse,

No objection was made.

Mr. FITCH was about to proceed with his 1emarks,
when— 5
Mr. BTRONG moved that the House proceed to the con-
sideration of the business on the Speaker’s table ; which mo-
tion was sgreed to.

:

by this bill, it will cause a still forther reduction ; and if pro- THE UTAH BILL.

-portionate 1o not more than $100 for s warrant of one hun-| The bill of the Senate entitled ** An act to establish a Ter-
dred and sixty acres—being less than one half—whst will | ritorial Government for Utah,” was then read twice.

be the effect of such a reduction? Evidently, under the | Mr, BOYD moved that the bill be referred to the Commit-
first amendment, the drawing of the value of nearly the whole | (e of the Whole on the state of the Uuion ; which was
amount of lands authorized by this bill from the treasury, in | agreed to. ‘

the shape of scrip, redeemable only at the pleasure of the Gov-| “On motion of Mr. SCHENCK, the bill was then ordered
ment, and entitling the soldibr merely to his yearly pittance of | {5 be printed X

interest from the treasury. As this would only be one| My, CLINGMAN inquired, if a motion should be made to

reconsider the vote by which the bill was referred, would it
bring the bill before the House for action, without s motion
todischarge that committee from the further consideratienof it ?
The SPEAKER thought not ; the bill making an appro-
priation, it must be referred. -
TEXAS BOUNDARY BILL.

The bill of the Senate entitled ‘‘ An act proposing
State of Texas the establishment of her northern and
boundaries, the relinquishment by the said State of all terri-
tory claimed by her exterior to ssid boundaries, and of all
her claims upon the United States,” was next taken up and
read a first time, and the question stated to be on the second

e

transfer is to rob | readin

Mr. INGE objected to the second reading—that is, he

the unsuspecting soldier who has perilled his life, and to
mrizgmthe speculator. Ifcapitslists engross the soldier’s pay in
the shape of land warrants, they will be converted into owners of
large bodies of lands on the frontiers, unsettled and unim-
proved, opposing the march of individual industry and national
wealth. On the contrary, if the soldier is protected from be-

defranded of his claim until he becomes the owner of the
soil, and if living at an inconvenient distance, he will be able
to command s better price for it. If he holds on to it after it
is patented to him, it will constantly be ‘incressing in value
by the mrraundin; m'tha te. It will 1;01; only l?:n reach
its par value, bat present progress of the rapid improve-
nml:: of our country, go far beyond it. Above all, it would
serve as a home for the soldier in his declining years, The
supposed inconvenience, arising from the distance of the snldier
from the gau where he desires to select his land, is easily ob-
viated. His personal presence under this bill is by no means
necessary. e land can be located in his absence and the
patent sent to him.

It appears to me, therefore, that both justice and sound policy
should induce us to reject these amendments. They are at
least calculated to load down and embarrass the hill.
prehend the*friends of the bill will need all their strength to
pass it, and it should be kept, therefore, as free from objections
as possible. -

The farther consideration of the bill was then postponed
until to-morrow.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

‘WEDNESDAY, AvausT 28, 1850.

Mr. STANLY, from the select committee appointed on
the 6th May last, made the following report :

The committee appointed on May 6, 1850, to inquive and
report to the House of Representatives *f what persons, hold-
ing office under the last Administration, as clerks, in any of
the public offices, auditors, heads of bureaus, Commissioner of
Patents, or Assistant Postmasters General, were correspon-
dents of newpapers, wrote for or edited newspapers, their
salaries and compensation for the same ; and who, in particu-
lar, was the author of certain essays signed * Bundlecund,’
and what office he then held ; and also whether, during the
last canvass for the Presidency, any of the above nam offi-
cers absented themselves from their offices and official duties

‘to make hes and publie addresses aguinst the election of
 Gen. Taylor; also, whether the above named officers, or any
ot them, during said canvass, were called upon to subseribe or
pay money for an electioneering fund against Gen. Taylor,
and at whose instance this wasdone,” beg leave to report in
part, that, in discharge of the duties imposed upon them by
order of the House, they d several wit to be brought
before them ; that, among others, Thomas Ritchie, editor of
the Union, and C. P, Sengstack, late keeper of the peniten-
tiary in this District, were summoned and appeared before the
committee; that the said Ritehie and Sengstack refused to an-
swer questions put to them by the committee touching mattess
rveferred to the committee by the House.

The question wag put to Tgmmu Ritchie: ‘“ State
what you may know in relation to the different subjects
mentioned in the resolution of the House appointing this
committee and now before you?” to which he answered as fol-
lows : ** Asto the correspondence of the Union, the committee
must excuse me from answering. 1 do not conceive myself at
liberty to betray the correspondents of my press,” e

And this question was also put to Thomas Ritchie, viz:
‘¢ Was the author of the communicationin the Union of Sep-
tember 12, 1848, an office holder, embraced in the resolution
of the Heuse!” which question the said Ritchie declined to
answer,

And the said Sengstack, on being asked what he knew in
relation to the matters referred to in the resolution,of May 6th,
1850, said as follows: ¢ As to the officers pamed in the reso-
lution being enlled upon, or required to subseribe or pay mo-
ney for an electioneering fund ugainst General Taylor, I de-
cline to answer, unless 1 can also state what officers paid mo-
ney for an electioneering tund in favor of General Taylor.”

Whereupon the committee adopted the following resolu-
tion, viz:

Resolved, That the refusal of Thomils Ritchie and C. P.
Sengstack to answer questioos propounded to them by the
committee, be reported to the House, and its advice and order
asked therein.

Which report is made accordingly,

Mr. BSTANLY did not know that the Clerk had read the
report with sufficient distinctness to enable the House to un-
derstand it, and he therefore begged leave to make a short
statement, The House were aware that some months sgo
this committee had been appointed, under a resolution he had
offered as an amendment to a resolution offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois, (Mr. Ricmampsox.) The committee
had proceeded to discharge the daties devolved on them, and
had summoned witnesses, and taken a good deal of evidence.
In the execution of their duty, they had summoned Thomas
Ritchie and C. P. Sengstack, who were the pillars of the
Democracy in the years 1844 and 1848, and had propounded
to them cerlain questions which they refused to answer, as
stated in the report. The committee thought it would be
improper to summon other witnesses, who would probably
avail themselves of this excuse, and not reply to the inquiries
El‘ll tobthzirm without some action on lh?u g;rl’ of m:l;a House.

ot having sny autliority to proceed er, reported
this to the House for Id"!l.ﬂ. 3 :

Mr. HIBBARD considered the whole investigation ns
trivial and unworthy to occupy the time of the House. He
supposed that the House, atthe time it suthorized the a
pointment of the committee, thought that the members of
committee had talents that should be employed in something,
and sccordingly they gave them this duty to perform. Mr,
Ritchie had been called on to inform them who were the au-
thors of certain articles in his paper.
them the information, that very properly, as he thought.
What could they bave done if they had ascertained the indi-
viduals ? The question now presented to the House was,
whether they would take any action upon this great and im-
portant matter. The editor of the **Union” declined to name
the writers of certain communications for his paper. The ar-
ticles contained nothing referring to the business or legisla-
tion of the House. Mr. Sengstack had been required to say
what persons holding office contributed money to the election
of General Cass. It was their own money, and what if they
did doit? They had a right to use it as they desired. He
moved to lay the report on the table.

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, desired the gentleman to with-
draw his motion ; he wished to submit a few remarks on the
report.

er‘ HIBBARD declined.

Mr. STANLY demanded the yeas and nays on the motion
to lay on the table, which were ordered, and being taken,
were : Yeas 85, nays 108,

8o the motion was disagreed to.

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, then obtained the floor, and |
was proceeding to submit some remarks upon the impropriety |
of Mr. Hinnann's making his motion to lay on the table,
when be yielded the floor to—

Mr. MEADE, who desired to offer, in connexion with this
subject, the following resolution :
essived, That the liberty of the press and freedom of dis-
eussion demand that editors of publie journals should not be
required by the Government, or any branch thereof, to sur-
render the names of their correspondents for mere political
purposes.
After conversation botween Messrs. MEADE, 8TANLY,
and EVANS—
The SPEAKER stated that this resolution coull only be
entertained by unenimous consent.

was m
Mr. EVANS then ed with his remarks, in the
course of which he denounced the editor of the Union, and
thonght that the House should ineist on an answer from the
witnesres to the quesiions propounded by the committee.
“Mr. FITCH then obisined the floor, but gave way to—
Mr. STANLY, who offered the following resolutions :

Resolved, That whereas the select committee of this House,
acting by the authority of this House under a resolution of the

I ap-9

He had refused to give |

asked that this bill be subjected to the test prescribed in the
116th rule, which is as follows :

+¢ The first reading of a bill shall be for information ; and if
opposition be made Lo it, the question shall be, ¢ Shall this bill
be rejected I’ If no opgﬁaition be made, or if the question to
reject be negilived, the bills ball go to its second reading with.
out a question,”
The SPEAKER stated the question to be, * Shall this
bill be rejected "

Mr. HILLIARD desired to know whether the question
was to debate ?

The BSPEAKER replied in the affirmative, y

Mr. HILLIARD then addressed the House immediately in
opposition to the motion. He said that his aoxiely as to the
siate of the country impelled him to speak, and he proceeded
to show that the House ought to ct on the bills sent from the
Senate and dispose of them. He made an argument in sup-
port of the title of Texas to the full extent of the terriiory
claimed by ber. Other gentlemen, however, thought of this
title quite differently ; snd as Texas was willing to accept the
line proposed in the Senate’s bill, he was ready to vote for it,
provided he could have assurances that the territory cut off
from that State would not be subjected to some act of legisla-
tion bostile to the interests of the Southern States. Astothe
objection made by Northern men to the boundaries fixed by
the bill for Texas, that it cut off territory from New Mexico,
it was wholly unsupported.

He exhibited maps brought by an American officer from the
War Department in the Palace of Mexico, showing that tke
province of New Mexico was of very limited extent, and thet
its boundaries would not be in the slightest degree affecied by
the Senate’s bill. The boundaries of that province were really
not approached by the lines marked out for the limils of
Texas,

Mr. Hizurarn earnestly hoped that Texas would not at-
tempt by force of arms to extend her jurisdiction ; and thst
even if she did bring the disputed country under her laws,
that force would not be used against her, but that Congress
would settle thp question. Texas ought to be. generously
treated, and not sent to urge her title before a court, however
august.

He then gave his views of the duty of Congress to organizz
Territorial Governments for the inhabitants of the acquirel
Territories, spreading over them American law. An Ameri-
can Congress could do nothing less than this.

Mr. Hiztianp closed his speech by exhibiting the true
character of our Government ; combining the
principles of liberty, which originafed with the Grecian States,
with the modern representative principle ; s government with
checks and balances ; and he insisted that our present troubles
grew out of a departure of ‘the General Government from its
appropriate sphere. It must be restored to its true sphere.
He denied that the Government was a failure, but, on the
contrary, the noblest political structure which the world had
ever seen, and conferring more actusl liberty than sny other
system under heaven, Its overthrow would involve the
whole country, North and South, in ruin, and would leave
lh;.! hopes of mankind in darkness which nothing could illu-
mine.

Mr. McCLERNAND understood the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. Inek) to mean to test the strength of the bill by
a vots of the House.

Mr. INGE did not wish to expres: the opinion that this
is to be a test vote. He had said that he desired to subject
the bill tothe test prescribed by the 116th rule.

Mr. McCLERNAND remarked that, if that was the test
vote, he was prepared to meet it. He was opposed to debate
now, because debate would mot be followed by any practical
results. The bill canno!, in its present position be amended.

Mr. WOODWARD understood the ition of the
gentleman from Alabama to test nothing but whether the
boundary of Texas to the Rio Grande should be made an
open question. He would vote for it, simply because he was
not willing to make a question where the United States have
no right, honorably, to make a question.

Mr, INGE said that there seemed to be some misappre-
hension. He knew that many gentlemen, those who usnal-
ly act with him, are not willing to admit that the boundary
of Texas is a disputed question, or an open qoestion. The
arguments which had been made seem to concede that there
is a question for the Government to settle. The controversy
has been, what depariment shall zettle it ; and whetherit sball

be settled by the Executive or the Judiciary. They who sus.
tain the rl:"m of the late message of :f::;nddmt are placed
in the position that the Executive shall settle it.
The question being taken: **Shall this bill be rejected »”
and it was decided in the negative by the following vote :
YEAS—Messrs. Averett, Albert G. Brown, Burt, Cable,

Campbell, Clark_ Colcock, Cole, Doty Giddin
Hareinond, Sumgson W Haceie, ‘Hebard, H g

' Ry

Hunter, Inge, R W, Johnson, Julian,
teson, McQueen, Meade, Orr, Powell, Ron“ﬂuk:tt.
craft, Seddon, Spalding, Wallace, Wilmot, Woodward—34.
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Al
derson, Ashe, Ashmun, Buiy, Bayly,
Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Bowilin, Bo]r:i, Breck,
William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester Bu
B. Butled, Cabell, GeomA. CaMwell, Ji
Calvin, Carter, Casey ndler, Clingman, 5 g
Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Duer,
Duncan, Edmundson, Elliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans,

y_Thomas
P. Caldwell,

Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, , Fuller, Gen-
try, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Gott, Gould, Green, Gl-‘innell,
Hall, Halloway, Hamilton, Hampton, Harlan,
Isham G. Harris, H.li:t Haymond, ﬂ:ry.lli Hilliard,
Hosgland, Houston, Howard, Joseph W. illiam T.

Juckson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaul-
man, Kerr, Geo. G. King, James G, King, John A. King,
LaSere, Leffler, Littlefield, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Mar-

shall, Mason, McClernand, MeDonald, MeDow Mec-
G“mcm'mk' McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, Finis
E. Mec , MeMullen, MeWillie, Meacham, Millson,

Moore, Morehead, Morris, Morse, Morton, Nelson, Newell,
Ogl:. Olds, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Peck,
Phelps, Phaenix, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reynolds, Robbins,
Robin Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Savage, Sawtelle,
Sehenck, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Stanly,
F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, Sweciser,
Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, John
B. Thom % I'l'hurmn. Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Van
ke, Venable, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins, Wellbarn,
entworth, White, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wil-
son, Wood, Young—168.

The bill was then read the second time.

Mr. BOYD eaid thal, with the hope of seeing the bills acted
on without reference to any committee, and without delay, he
proposed to offer an amendment.

[The amendment was very long, and consumed a good deal
of lime in its reading. It propores to add to the bill under
consideration the Utah and New Mexico Territorial bills, as
passed by the Senate, with the exception that those parts of.
the bills in which sppropriations are made are omitted. ]

The Crenx commenced reading the amendment, snd had
proceeded with it some time, whea—

Mr. MEADE rose to a question of order. Mo called the
attention of Chair to the 55th rule of the House, which stated
that ““no motion or proposition on a subject different from
that under consideration shall be admitted under color of
amendment. No bill or resolution shall atany time beamend-
od by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, any other
bill or resolution pending before the House,” The point was
that this amendment was not germane to the bill ; and furtber,
because it to annex as an amendment a proposition
contained in another bill before the House.

The SPEAKER was of opinion that the bill before the
House brought under consideration the question of the Terri-
tory acquired by treaty from Mexico, and, as the amendment
affected that territory, it was germane to the bill, snd was in
order. On the second ground, the Chair understood the
gentleman from Kentucky to say that this was not the same
bill an that from the Senate.

Mr. BOYD stated that It had been slightly altered, and
therefore was not the same bill.

4
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M:. SCHENCK appealed from the decision of the Speaker
and demanded the yeas and which were ordered, and
being taken were : {'-m?;us.

80 the Chair was sustained, and the smendment ruled in

The Crxnx then proceeded with the reading of the amend-
ment, which baving been concluded—

Mr. CLINGMAN desired the gentleman from Kentucky

a very short amendment.

Mr. BOYD declined.
Mr. WILLIAMB (amid much confusion) moved to ad-
journ, the gentleman from Kentutky yielding to allow the
motion to be made.
Mr. THOMPSON, of Miseissippi, asked that the bill and
amendments be printed by unanimous consent.
Mr. McCLERNAND and others objected.
Mr. STANLY inquired what would become of this bill if
the House adjourned

The BPEAKER replied that if the House sdjourned, it
would come under the head of unfinished business, and be
the first thing in order when the House next proceeded to the
consideration of the business on the er’s table.
The question was then taken on the motion to adjourn, and
it was agreed to—yeas 109, noes 39,
And the House accordingly adjoarned.

to

Taurspay, Aveust 29, 1850.

The SPEAKER stated that the regular order of business
was the consideration of the report made yesterday by Mr.
SraxLy, from the Belect Committee appointed on the 6th of
May last, %o inquire and report to the House of Representa-
tives what persous holding office under the last Administra-
tion were corres, ts of newspapers, wrote for or edited

the salaries and co for the same ; and who,
particular, wes the author of certain essays signed ** Bun-
delound ;" and also whether, during the last canvass for the
Presidency, any officers absented themselves from their offices
and official duties to make l?dl.ﬁl and public addresses
againat the election of General Taylor; and also whether any
officers, during the said canvass, were called upon to subscribe
or pay money for an electioneering fund ageinst General Tay-
lor, snd at whose instance it was done.

Mr. FITCH, beiog entitled to the floor, made remarks in
justification of the refusal of Mr. Ritchie to answer the in-
terrogatories of the commiltee as to who were the suthors of
of cerlain articles which appeared in the **Union” during
the last Presidential canvass, He maintained that there
was no prociple of law violated by such refusal.

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, next addressed the House, and
was folloved by Mr. SCHENCK, whose remarks were in-
terrupted by the expiration of the morning hour.

On the motion of Mr. McDONALD, the House proceeded
to the coasideration of the business on the Speaker’s table.

THE TEXAS BOUNDARY BILL.

The SPEAKER stated that the first business in order was
the consideration of the bill of the Senate entitled ‘* An act
proposing to the Stale of Texas the establishment of her
northern and western boundaries, the relinquishment by the
said State of all territory claimed by her exterior to said
boundaries, and of all her claims to the United States.” The
first question was upon the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Boxn,) and that gentleman
was entitled 10 the floor.

Mr. MEADE roee to a point of order. . His point of or-
der was based upon the 27th rule of the House, which pre-
scribed the order in which the business on the Speaker's
table should bs taken up. The following was the third
clause of the Eﬁ 3

« 3d. Bills §hd resolutions from the Senate, on their first
and second ing, that they be referred to committees, and
put under way ; but if, on being read a second time, no mo-
tion be made to eommit, they are to be ordered to their third
reading, unless objection be made ; in which case, if not oth-
erwise ord by a majority of the House, they are to be
laid on the table, in the general file ot bills on the Spesker’s
table, to be taken up in their turn,”

He understood that the bill was now on its third reading.
“No!” ¢“no!"] That being the case, this rule required
that the bill be laid on the Speaker's table, in'the general file
of bille, to betaken up in their tarn. Now, he submitted to
the Chsir that this bill was on its third reading. When the
smendment of the gentleman from Kentucky was offered, it
was on its third readirg, having been read the second time.
He submitted that, under the rule, unless otherwise ordered
by & majority of the House, this bill should be laid on the
Speaker’s table, to take its turn in the order of business, it
being certainly a bill from the Senate on its third reading.

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, and stated
that this business was in order, as the first business on his
table, on the ground that it was unfinished business of the
House at the time when the House last had under conside-
ration the business on the Speakar’s table. If the gentleman
examined the 27th rule, which be had read, he would find
that that portion of it had reference to bills of the Senate
ordered to a third reading, and on their pesssge. The rule
was, that the bill being read a first and second time, bnd no
motion being made to commit it, that itshould be ordered to a
third reading, unless objection was made ; in which case—
that is, when ordered to a third reading—if not other-
wise ordered by a majority of the House, it was to be lnid on
the table, in the general file of bills on the Speaker's table, to
be taken upinturn. When the House ordered the bill toa
second reading, the question was then on its third reading.
A majority could order the bill to be read a third time immedi-
ately, provided it was engrossed ; if it was not emgrossed, it
could not be ordered to a third reading. In the opinion of
the Chair, when the House had thus taken up the business on
the Speake:’s table, that business, unless the House had car-
ried it to a different stage from which it was when they pass.
ed from the consideration of it, as provided under this clause
of the rule, came up as unfinished business, and was the firsl
business in order under the rule. :

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, appealed from the deci-
sion of the Chair. He thought the gentleman from Virginia
was right, and differed from the Chair. He called the atten-
tion of the Chair (o the fact that there was now a bill from the
Senate—a bill in which & large section of the country was
interested—which stood precisely in the position in which this
bijl stood. It stood as baving been read a first and second
time, with ap amendment pending, and the previous question
moved. He then argued against the decision of the Speaker.

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, thought the gentleman from
Mississippi was wrong. He submitted to the House that if
there was any other course taken than that suggested by the
Chair there would be no place where the bill could go. Un-
less the bill was ordered to a third reading, the 27th rule
would not have been executed.

Mr. JONES wished to know if this question was debatable;
whether it was not a question in relation to the priority of
business !

The SPEAKER replied that it might probably be consider-
ed as & question of priority of business ; but as it was an im-
poriant question, the Chair allowed debate.

Mr. ASHMUN said that, believing that all this debate was
unnecessary, he would move to lay the appeal on the table.

The SPEAKER wished to make a statement to the gentle-
man from Mississippi in reference to the bill of the Senate to
which that gentleman had referred. He understood the gentle-
mah from Mississippi as stating that the bill from the ate
in reference to the grant of land to the State of Illinois was
in the same condition as the bill under consideration. If the
gentleman was correct, the Chair would rule that that bill had
priority, and came up as this bill did, there being no distinc-
tion. There was this difference. The bill now before the
House was taken up as business on the Speaker’s table, and
read the first and second time, and pending the question on
ordering it to be read a third time the House adjourned, hav-
ing tnken it up and considered it as business on the 's
table ; and this was tha reason that the Chair ruled it s un-
finished business. The SBenate bill referred to by the gentle-
man from Mississippi was taken up, read a first and recond
time, and then referred to one of the standing commitiees. It
was then reported back by the standing committee, and thus
brought before the House, and in that condition considered
by the House. 'When the House adjourned the bill went on
the Speaker’s table to the class of business to which it
belonged. ’

The question was taken on the motion to lay the appeal
on the table, and it was agreed to.

The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman from Kentucky
was entitled to the floor.

Mr. MEADE wished to object to the third reading of the
bill as he understood now was the time to object.

The SPEAKER stated that the question was upon the
amendment ; this was not the stage to ohject to the third
reading of the bill.

Mr. BURT claimed the floor of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky, He did not know that the motion he proposed to
make was a privileged question ; but he thought the Chair
yesterday decided erroneously in holding, that, as the gentle-
man from Kentucky (Mr. Boxn) was on the floor to move
an amendment, it was not in order for him (Mr. DunT) to
move to commit the bill. The rule which had just been read,
8s the House remembered, was in these words—so much of
it a8 related to the point he would read :

““ But if on being read a second time, no motion be made
to commit, are 10 be ordered to their third reading, un-
less objection be made.”

His point was, thet before the gentleman from Kentucky
could move an amendment, he had a right to move to com-
mit the bill to the Commiites of the Whole on the state of
the Union. He put it on the explicit language of the rule it-
self. It was very obvious that if he eould not, while the
gentleman from Kentucky had the floor, move to commit the
bill, that motion could now be made. The gentleman had a
right, when be offered his amendment, to make such remarks
a8 he might choose to make, but he could not move the
previous question, which would eut off the right to commit
the bill. He submitted that be had a fair right to move to
commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state

of the Union.

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. In the

opinien of the Chair, the motion, whetber to commit or 10

amend, deponded upon the member to whom the floor was

l"&:ﬁl. Thia portion of the rule, as the Chair understood

it, did not necessarily require that the floor should be given (o

o

]

floor to
Mr. BURT said that he must appeal from the decision
the Chair. He did nﬂdoilﬁ:ran{'mn-oldehy. He
;mimof:gm‘dn;th&& eoald not be done
on of the Speaker. Bpeaker might recognise
a member as entitled to the floor, who would move sn amend-
ment, which would cut off the prior right to move to commit
the bill; unless the right to commit the bill be as a
prior right, and paramount to the right to amend the bill, the
motion never could be made. :
Mr. ASHMUN moved to lay the appeal on the table.
Mr. BURT demanded the yeas and nays, which were or-
dered, and being taken, were as follows :/
YEAS—Messrs, Albertson, Anderson, Ashmun,
Baker, Bay, Beale, Bissell, Bokee, Bowie, Boyd, Breck,
Briggs, Brooks, William J. Brown, Buel, Burrows, Chester
Batler, Thomas B. Butler, Cabell, Cable, G. A. Caldwell,
Jos, P. Caldwell, Calvin, Cam , Carter, » Chand-
ler, Clmg]l::l’l.m, W. R. W, Cobb, Cole, Corwin, Crowel,
; Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Duer, Duncan, Dun-
ham, Eliot, Alexander Evans, Nathan Ev. Ewing, Fitch,
Freedley, Fuller, Gentry, Gerry, Gilmore,
Green, Grinneli, Hsll, Hamilton, Hammond, Hampton,
Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Hay, Haymond, HI:LHI,
Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, \’ Houston,  Howard,
Hunter, Joseph W. Jackson, lliam T, Jackson, An-
drew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, Kaufman, karr.
George G. Kinﬁ, James G. Klﬁ, John A. King, La Sere,
Lefiler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Matteson, MeCler-
nand, McDonald, McDowell, Manug?, MecKissock Me-
Lanaban, Robert M. McLane, F, E, MecLean, MoMullen,
Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, Newell, Ogle,
Olds, Otis, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Pheeuix,
Pitman, Potter, Reynalds, Richardsom, Robbins, 'h.nhinm.
Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Bawtelle, Schenck, Scher-
ma'lum:é Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Sianly, Stetson,
Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, Jacob Thompson, James
Thompson, John B. Thompson, rman, Toombs, Tuck,
Und I, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, Watkins,
Wellborn, Wentworth, White, Whittlesey, Wilarink, Wil-
liams, Wilson, Wood, Young—154,
B

NAYS—Messrs, Alexander, Allen, Ashe, A Ben-
nett, Bi m, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Albert G. Brown,
Burt, Coleock, Daniel, Di Doty, Durkee, Edmund-
son, Featherston, Fowier. Eﬁliill'l, Gott, Sam W.
Harris, Holmes, Howe, Hubbard, Inge, Robert W. John-
son, Julian, Preston Kiﬁ, Mann, Mason, Me-
Queen, Meade, Millson, Morris, Morse, Orr, Peck, Powell,
Putnam, Root, Sackett, Savage, Seddon, Spalding, F. P.
Stanton, R. H. Stanton, T s Stevens, Venable, Wal-
lace, Wilmot, Woodward—54. ;
So the appeal was laid on the table, and the decision of the
Chair sustained.

The SPEAKER then stated that the gentleman from Ken-
tucky was entitled to the floor.

Mr. BOYD said that the amendment which he had the
honor to offer yesterday had been printed in the *‘Congres-
sional Globe ;” and in various other forms the bill and amend-
ments, in oll its imperfant festures, had been published, and
doubtless well considered aleo. He did not purpose, there-
fore, as he regarded it entirely unnecessary to do so, to take
up the time of the House in explanation of the bill or the
amendment which he had offered. Having taken po part in
the very long and able discussion which they had had upon
the general question of slavery, as connected with the terri-
tory scquired from Mexico, he had intended to go into an ex-
smination at some length of the propositions contained in the
bill and amendment ; but he now determined to waive that
intention, and to forego any purpose he had had to submit, at

any considerable length, remarks upon this subject. The

path was a beaten one. He had already investigated each

and every important feature contained in the bill and amend-

ment, and they all knew what they were. Every gentleman

on that floor was as well prepared now to vote upon this

question as he would be next week, next month, or next

year. It had become a matter of importance whether they

should consider this bill in a connected or a separate form.

Various opinions and a degree of feeling was expressed in re-

gard to that. Before he offered the amendment, he was ap-

proached on one side and the other, and had received opinions
so conflicting that he was left in doubt as to what his duty

was. His object in offering the amendment was to test the

sense of the Houre on the non-intervention principle, which

had been sanctioned by the Democratic party, North and

South. He did not desire to see an omnibus. If, however,

the questions could be settled in thet form, he should rejoice ;
or il by acting on the bills separately, he should still be content.

He therefore proposed to withdraw that portion of his amend-
ment relating to Utah, to satisfy every body that he was act-
ing in good faith, to test the sense of this body on the subject
of non-intervention. He wanted to see the principle carried
out. He wanted to see peace restored. He was for the
Union and the Constitution as it is, and he wanted these
principles faithfully executed. He was not so much for the
Union because it protected us from foreign aggression, bat
because it protected us aguinst one snother. In the name of
God, let us vphold the constitution. But, as he had already
said, he did not intend to make a speech ; it was time to act.
He was astonished at the patience of gentlemen's constituents.
He hoped that the House would now act. He withdrew so
much of the amendment as related to a Territorial Govern-
ment for Utah, for the purpose of simplifying the measure.

Mr. CLINGMAN (Hen moved to amend the amendment
of Mr. Born to the bill by sdding thereto the following
as an additional section :

¢ Be it further enacted, That all that portion of territory
acquired from Mexieo by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidal
bounded as follows: By a line commencing in the Pacific
oceanon the parallel of 36° north latitude, miles from
the main land; running thence due east till it strikes the
Sierra Nevada; thence eastwardly and northerly with the
crest of said mountain range until it strikes the parallel of 57°
north latitnde ; thence due east with said parallel until it
strikes the Sierra Madre : thence southerly with the crest ot
the same until it reaches the boundary between the United
States and the wgublie of Mexico ; thence westwardly with
said boundary to the Pacific ocean:; thenee northwardly with
the ceast to the beginning, The whole of the said territory
to constitute the Territory of Colorado ; and that the Govern-
ment of said Territory shall inull respects be similar to that
provided for the terri of New Mexico by the accompany-
ing provisions of this bill.”

Mr. McDONALD raised the question that the amendment
was out of order under the 56th rule, which states * that no
motion or proposition on a subject different from “that under
.consideration shall be admitted under color of amendment.”
The CHAIR ruled the amendment to be in order, on the
ground that it related to the territory scquired: from Mexico
under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo.

Mr. ALLEN took an appeal from the decision of the
Chair, on which be demanded the yeas and nays.

Mr. MeDONALD desired to withdraw his point of order.
The SPEAKER stated that it could not be withdrawn, as
it was now in the possession of the House.

The yeas and nays were then ordered, and being taken
were as follows :

YEAS—Mesars. Albertson, Alston, Anderson, Ashe, Ash-
mun, Avereit, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bokee,
Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck, Brooks, Albert G.
Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, Chester Batler,
Cabell, Geo A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Casey,
Chandler, Clingman, W. R. W. Cobb, Colcock, Corwin,
Daniel, De + Dickey, Dimmick, Duer, D , Dunham,
Edmundson, Eliot, Ewing, Featherston, Fiteh, Fuller, Gen-
try, Gerry, Gould, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hamilton, Ham-
mond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W,
Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hosgland, Houston,
Howard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. Jackson,
Andrew Johnson, Jaumes L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson,
Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, La Sere, Lefiler, Littlefield, Job
Mann, Marshall, Mason, Matteson, MeClernand, MeDowell,
McLanshan, R. M. McLane, Finis E. McLean, McMull
MeQueen, MecWillie, Meade, Millson, Moore, Morehey'
Morse, Morton, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Pea
Phanix, Pitoam, Potter, Powell, Richardson,
Robinson, Rose, hml. Savage, Seddon, Shepperd, F
P. Stanton, Riehard H. Stanton, Stetson, Strong, S

Th Jacob Th , James Thompson, John % om|
son, Thurman, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, ildrie
Williams, Wilson, Woodward, and 'i'nunﬁ:li& f

NAYS—Messrs, Alexander, Allen, met; Bingham,
Booth, Briggs, Burrows, Thomas B, Butler, gable, Calvin,
Campbell, Carter, Clark, Cole, Disoey, Doty, Durkee,
Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Gott, “‘"{{-_R"J’- He-
bard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, Julian, Geﬂ# G. King, James
G. King, John A.King, Preston King, florace Mann, Me-
Douald, MeGanghey, McKissock, Moxis, Nelron, Newell,

Reynslds, Rockwell, Root,
Schermerhorn, School-

Otis, I:m:k, Phelps, I’utu;m':
R ¢y, Sackett, Sawtelle, ene
ums«y, Sackett, Sawtelle, 53¢ o < ey b
Waldo, Went-

eraft, Silvester, Spalding, Sprague, (
Tuck, Underlill, ‘:"an D‘;kl'l: Vintm, Walden,
worth, W hite, Wilmot, sad W wlf—'ﬁs-‘

8o the decision of the Chair #as sustained as the judgment
of the House

Mr. CLINGMAN then smbm
nation of his amendment.
Mr. ASHMUN said be believed that the two branches of
Congress, and the country, had had enovgh of epesking on
all these questions. There were now two amendments pend-
ing to the bill. Until these nmendments were disposed of no
other amendments could he p He believed it was
time to dispose of these amendments by voting, asd by pro-
ceedirg to vote at once ; not merely u amendments,
but upon the merits of the bill itself. . He wished to say, be-
foré calling for the previous question, that he intended to vote
agiinst both amendments, because be believed that the bill
which was before them wasessential for the peace and happi-
ness of the country, and should not be incumbered by any
thing elee. He was further disposed to say that the three
Senate Dills, as they passed the Senate, would roceive his
vote as scpurate and distinet measures.  He was ready to vote
for each of them distinctly, of in one bill. He believed, how-
ever, that they bad more strength ss saparate measures.
With a view that the House might proceed to try the strength
of the measures, instead of trying the strength of their lungs

itted some remarks in nph-l

- T

and the patience of the couniry, be ssked for the previous
qur.wmlo'rm-u of the wr whother,
in case these two amendments be voted down, the bill

mm-huﬂ-m!hwh-m should

be

The SPEAKER replied in the negative, stating that the
previous question not exhaust itself until he bill was
of order,

en
Mr. THDMPSON. of i, rose to &

y

The BPEAKER was
require to be committed,
by the Chair and sustained by the House.
the bill authorized the officers of the Government to pay
money out of the Treasury without additional peovisions by
law ; but made no sppropiation of money.
= ﬁ\ﬁermm' between Mr. BURT and the SPEAK-

Tellers were ordered on seconding the demand for the pre-
vious question, and the House refused to second the demand:
Ayes 74, noes 107. -

Mr. ROOT demsnded tellers, which were ordered ; and
the question being taken on seeonding the demand for the
previous question, it was decided in the negative : Ayes 58,
noes not ®
Mr. McCLERNAND moved to commit the bill to the
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union.

Mr. ROOT moved to amead the motion of the gentleman
from Illinois, by adding thereto the following instructions :

‘' With instructions so to amend the bill as to exelude slavery
from all the territory
of Guadalupe Hidalgo, ly

Mr. MEADE rose to a question of order. The bill which
the gentleman from Ohio proposed to commit with instruc-
t bill concerning & question of boundary. It did
not embrace the amendment st all. The Texas boundary
had no reference to territory acquired from Mexico. It was,

entirely inap iate.

The SPEAKER ruled the amendment in order. The
question was to refer the bill to the Committes of the Whole
on tbe state of the Union. The Chair would rule that this
question of boundary brought before the H i

acquired from Mexico.
r. ROOT mid that he desired a plain outright vote on
a plain outri

this question. The geotleman from

amendment, and said that he desired

They would see whether those were right who argued

ago as Japuary that the Houose was agsinst

whether those were right who had said that the question

never has been decided. The question was now presen

#o plainly that there was no more chance for dodging, if even
pretended the question was not fairly before the House.

He had presented it as it was, so that the country might

know what the House was for or what it was agsinst. If

they could get the yeas and nays, which he intended to de-

mand, they would smoke out the * dough faces” from both

sides of the line. He demanded the yeas and nays.

Mr. McCLERNAND then addressed the House, expres-
sing it as his opinion that the stability of the Government
itself rested upon a satisfactory adjustment of this boundary
question. 'The gentleman from Obio had renewed a motion
made at a very early period of the session, and which was
then voted down. He was against the application ef the pro-
viso to the territory acquired from Mexico for many reasons,
one of which was that he did not believe slavery could dwell
there ; it was excluded by the divine law of God. He be-
lieved the proviso to be mischievous, and of no useful object.

Mr. BROOKS also argued against the amendment of the
gentleman from Ohio. He was as ready at this moment, he
said, o o) this motion as he was at an early period of the
session. ‘There was a time when the Wilmot proviso was
of use ; but the Almighty had now settled this,question, and
it was impossible, by any decree of the House, to change this
order of Providence. If non-intervention was tobe the policy,
let it be so, He was against exercising any power of the Gov-
ernment on this subject. He would not vote for any Wilmot
proviso, north or south of 36° 30. ' He stood thers with a
ticket signed by some forty thousand persons, of both parties,
which would allow him to go in an omaibus, sulky, or go-
cart, or any other vehicle. He would, however, prefer that
the measures should be acted upon separately, and one at a

time.

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, followed, and defended the
rights of the Bouth to an equal partition of the terrilory ac-
quired from Mexjco, whether slavery was excluded by Divine
luw or not.

Pending the question on the amendment of Mr. Roor—

The House adjourned. .

Fripay, Avevst 30, 1850.

The SPEAKER stated that the first business in order was
the consideration of the bill of the Senete entitled ** An act
proposing to the State of Texas the establishment of her
northern and weslern boundaries, the relinquishment by the
said State of all tenitory clsimed by her exterior to said
boundaries, and of all her claims the United States,” on
which the gentleman from New York was entitled to the

floor,

Mr. CLARK ied to the remarks made yesterday by
his colleague, (Mr. Bavoks.) He (Mr. C.) was in favor of
the Wilmot proviso, which was with himsnd his constituents
a sentiment, an abiding principle. The reason why he voted
against the Texas boundary bill was, that be knew it gave
‘to Texas at least seventy thousand square miles of territory
which never belonged to her ; he knew that it gave to certain
people ten millions of dollars of the public money, whichdid
not go to those who fell at 8an Jacinto or the Alamo, but/o the
bears and bulls of the stock market—these were the sersons
who would get much of it. He cared a great deal |#s about
the money than thesoil. Freedom would be robbe of seven-
ty thousand equare miles, while the Treasury of the Ul!lﬁ
States would be robbed of ten millions of dollars’ He object-
ed to the bill becauss it gave the territory to T'Xas, and made
it slave territory. When they gave the tesitory to Texas,
they not only gave her the ty but they gave her the
soil.  He objected to the bill also on ‘scrint of the shape of

union would take place, " oun

themselves blind aad the maronmad. Why, in all directions
the nations of the urtll_,"‘?"“‘l to be clustering and clamor-
ing arou
it would
soon we sheuld ha

. H
r:r{nar I:m“;: o did not wish to curtail the boundaries

Texss, but wared her to have all she has got and all she is
entltled to. '
Mr. GOPTAN followed, and spoke in opposition to the

Wilmot pd¥iso. If he knew his heart he loved his country
better th/ he loved any party. He was one who regarded
thi derations involved in the questions before the House

o
as prénant with evil to the -welfare of the country for the
futy®s or with good, with apnd with concord. He was
‘of those who held opinions similsr to those of the honor-
o gentleman fiom New York, (Mr. Buooxs,) who ad-
ressed the House yesterday in a manner so patriotic, so
highly complimentary to his head and heart. He (Mr. G.)
believed that Texas was entitled to the boundary claimed by
her ; whether she was entitled to it or not before the war,
our Government had committed itself. The President of the
United States had sent a message to the House recommend-
ing that they should settle the Texas boundary. With all
that portion of the recommendation he most cordially concur~
red. Alhough he differed with the President vpon other
great questions, he should have his undivided sid and sup-
port now and hereafter for the patriotic recommendations con-
tained in the latter part of the communication. No doubt it
was dictated by a patriotic wish that this question should be
settled now. The President asked them to come up and set-
tle the boundary question, and asked his political friends in
the country to sustsin him. He then alluded to the remarks
made by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. CLank,) and
thought that but for the opposition which came from members of
that State, this bill would passimmediately. He believed that
the Wilmot proviso was ** conceived in sin and brought forth
in iniquity.” He had said so to bis constituents. Hpg said,
then, and would now repeat it, that the Wilmot proviso was
conceived in sin, for the purﬁm of preventing the ratification
of the treaty of psace with Mexico. He bad a right to say
it; and so had some six or seven other gentlemen. He was
agninst the Wilmot proviso, and deoounced it, and had been
always opposed to it. He regarded it as being emoug the
most original federal ; es ever proposed _to the Americah
Congress. He then spoko of the term * dough-face,” as
used yesterday by the gentieman from Qvio, (Mr. Roor,)
and, severcly denouncing i, #aid it was oot applieable o him.
He would say to his friends, Whigs snd Democrats, and es-
pecially those from the Norihern States, that their
were intelligent, and were to do what was right. He
undertook to say that their people had ss much sense and
as much prudence as any other people. It waa no dema-
gogism to say \bat their people had good old fashioned horse
sense, if he might be allowed to use such an expresion. He
continued m-Eul until the expiration of his allotted hour.
Mr. DANIEL then obtained the floor, but gave way to
Mr. HUBBARD, who n:‘!li that when this House sd-
journ, it adjourn o meet on Monday next.
The House then adjourned,




